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REMARKS 

This is responsive to the Advisory Action mailed on September 25, 2006. With this 
amendment, claims 1, 10, and 21 are hereby amended. The application continues to include 
claims 1-26. 

In that Advisory Action, claims 21-26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Specifically, the Advisory Action stated that the 
citation of "a weather-strip for providing a weather seal between ... the weather seal comprising:'* 
was confusing. Independent claim 21 has been amended so that tiie phrase now reads "the weather- 
strip comprising". With this amendment, the terminology is now consistent and is believed that 
claim 21 is now definite. Withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, 
with respect to claims 21-26 is requested. 

Next, the Advisory Action rejected claims 1-2, 5-6, 9, 12-13, 15-17 and 20 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Hendrickson et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,684,571. The 
Advisory Action commented that the amended phrase "consisting essentially of does not limit the 
jambliner to four channels, and that applicant perhaps intended to use the phrase "consisting of. 
Claim 1 has been amended to remove the word "essentially" so that the phrase is now "consisting 
of. It is believed that independent claim 1, as amended, along with its respective dependent claims 
is now in condition for allowance, and such is respectfiiUy requested. 

The Advisory Action also apparently rejected claims 10 and 11 under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(e) under Hendrickson et al, although not specifically reciting these claims on page 2, but 
discussing them at the bottom of page 3. Similarly, independent claim 10 has been amended to 
remove the word "essentially" so the phrase now reads "consisting of. The Advisory Action 
commented that the weather-strip structures were not positively claimed in combination with the 
jambliner and therefore they are not limiting to the claimed invention. Applicant's reasoning for 
not positively claiming the weather-strip is so that only the jambliner is claimed to provide the 
applicant with protection against competitors who only produce and sell the jambUner while 
another party would produce and sell the weather-strip. It is believed that positively reciting the 
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weather-strip is not necessary for patentability since claim 10 is limited to four channels and the 
Hendrickson et al. patent neither teaches nor suggest four channels as discussed in the response to 
the previous Office Action. In view of this, it is respectfully requested that independent claim 10 
along with its respective dependent claims be reconsidered allowed. 



U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hendrickson et al. in view of Peterson U.S. Patent No. 
6,772,082. It is beheved that these dependent claims are now in allowable form due to the 
amendment of their respective independent claims, claims 1 and 10. In view of this, it is requested 
that dependent claims 3, 4, 7, 8, 14 and 18-19 be reconsidered and the rejection be withdrawn. 

It is believed that all of the claims are now in allowable form, and reconsideration and 
allowance of all of the claims are respectfully requested. 

The Director is authorized to charge any fee deficiency required by this paper or credit 
any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 23-1 123. 

Respectfully submitted, 

WESTMAN, CHAMPLIN & KELLY, P.A. 
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